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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Claims 1-86 are pending in the application. 

Summary of Office Action of Jan. 11, 2007 [hereinafter "Jan. 1 1 OA"] 

Claims 1, 2, 4-9, 24, 28 , 31-32, 34-38, 50, 55, 58, 61, 64, 66-73 and 81 are rejected 

under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 

2006/0271993, App. No. 1 1/498,388 (published Nov. 30, 2006) by Nakata et al. [hereinafter 

"Nakata"]. Jan. 1 1 OA , page 2. 

Claims 3, 33 and 65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Nakata in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0049679, App. No. 09/827,469 

(published April 25, 2002) by Russell et al. [hereinafter "Russell"]. Jan. 1 1 OA , page 4. 

Claims 10-23, 25-27, 29-30, 39-49, 51-54, 56-57, 59-60, 62-63, 74-80, 82-86 are rejected 

under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nakata in view of U.S. Patent Application 

Publication No. 2005/0028207, App. No. 10/925,826 (published Feb. 3, 2005) by Finseth et al. 

[hereinafter "Finseth"]. Jan. 1 1 OA , page 5. 

Regarding the disclosure of Nakata 

The system disclosed by Nakata is specific to a system employing the Institute of 
Electrical and Electronics Engineers (IEEE) standard IEEE 1394. The IEEE 1394 allows users 
to "transfer video or still images from a camera or camcorder to a printer, PC, or television, with 
no image degradation." See 1394 Technology , available at: 

http://www.1394ta.org/Technology/index.htm, the IEEE 1394 Trade Association Website which 
is attached hereto for the Examiner's convenience. 
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Nakata notes that "[ajccording to IEEE1394, . . . devices are connected in a tree structure 
in which one device is handled as a root device with child and then grand child devices 
connected under the root device." See Nakata, page I, U 0012. The display devices or monitors 
disclosed in Nakata are connected via a wired bus or buses. See Nakata , page 1, Iflf 0009, 0012. 
Nakata discloses a specific example of transferring the output of an optical disk player to various 
locations within a home. See Nakata, page 1, T) 0063; page 5, U 0082. Nakata is therefore related 
to a transfer of internal data, internal to a closed system using an IEEE1394 bus scheme. Nakata 
has no disclosure of broadcast events or monitoring broadcast events, etc. 

Independent Claims 1, 31, 62, 64 and 81 and rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) 

Claim 1 recites the features of monitoring the at least one broadcast event by the first 
client and launching monitoring of the at least one broadcast event by the second client in 
response to an occurrence associated with the at least one broadcast event. Nakata as no such 
disclosure as discussed above. 

Claim 3 1 recites the features of monitoring the at least one broadcast event by a first 
client on the first device; and launching monitoring of the at least one broadcast event by a 
second client on the second device in response an occurrence associated with the at least one 
broadcast event Nakata as no such disclosure as discussed above. Nakata as no such disclosure 
as discussed above. 

Claim 62 recites the features of monitoring the at least one broadcast event by a first 
client on the first device; transferring a plurality of broadcast information associated with the at 
least one broadcast event from the first device to the second device; sending the plurality of 
broadcast information from the second device to the third device in response to an occurrence 
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associated with the at least one broadcast event; and launching monitoring of the at least one 
broadcast event by a third client on the third device in response receiving the plurality of 
broadcast information sent from the second device. Nakata as no such disclosure as discussed 
above. 

Claim 64 recites the features of a plurality of clients including: a first client for 
monitoring the at least one broadcast event, and a second client for launching monitoring of the 
at least one broadcast event in response to an occurrence associated with the at least one 
broadcast event. Nakata as no such disclosure as discussed above. 

Claim 8 1 recites the features of a first device comprising: a first client for monitoring the 
at least one broadcast event, and a first transfer application coupled to the first client for 
sending a monitoring notification, and a second device comprising: a second transfer 
application for receiving the monitoring notification, and a second client coupled to the second 
transfer application for launching monitoring of the at least one broadcast event in response to 
receiving the monitoring notification from the first device. Nakata as no such disclosure as 
discussed above. 

Independent claims 1, 31, 62, 64 and 81 and therefore patentably distinct from the 
disclosure of Nakata. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) rejection of 
independent claims 1, 31, 62, 64 and 81 is respectfully requested. 

Claims 2, 4-9, 24, 28, 32, 34-38, 50, 55, 58, 61 and 66-73 are all dependent claims, 
depending from, and including all limitations of their respective base independent claims 1,31, 
62, 64 and 81. Therefore, reconsideration and withdrawal of the 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) rejection of 
claims 2, 4-9, 24, 28, 32, 34-38, 50, 55, 58, 61, and 66-73 is respectfully requested in light of the 
allowability of independent claims 1, 31, 62, 64 and 81 
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Claims 3, 33 and 65 and rejections under 35 U.S.C. $ 103(a) 

Nakata does not disclose transferring a monitoring license from the first client to the 
second client prior to the launching step. See Jan. 1 1 OA , page 4. Additionally, Nakata does not 
disclose the limitations of independent claims 1,31 and 64 as discussed above. 

Nakata and Russell, individually or in combination, do not disclose all the features of 
claims 3, 33 and 65 and thus do not establish prima facie obviousness. Reconsideration and 
withdrawal of the 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) rejection of claims 3, 33 and 65 is respectfully requested. 

Claims 10-23. 25-27. 29-30. 39-49. 51-54, 56-57. 59-60. Independent claim 62. 63. 74-80. 82-86 
and rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

Nakata does not disclose storing at least one transfer client profile associated with at least 
one of the plurality of clients in the first client prior to the initiating a broadcast monitoring 
transfer step, wherein the initiating a broadcast monitoring transfer step includes choosing the 
second client from the stored at least one transfer client profile. See Jan. 11 OA . page 5. 
Additionally, independent claims 1, 3 1, 62, 64 and 81 and patentably distinct from the disclosure 
of Nakata as discussed above. 

Therefore, Nakata and Finseth, individually or in combination, do not disclose all the 
features of claims 10-23, 25-27, 29-30, 39-49, 51-54, 56-57, 59-60, independent claim 62, 63, 
74-80, 82-86 and thus do not establish prima facie obviousness. Reconsideration and withdrawal 
of the 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) rejection of these claims is respectfully requested. 
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CONCLUSION 

No amendment made was related to the statutory requirements of patentability unless 
expressly stated herein. Also, no amendment made was for the purpose of narrowing the scope 
of any claim, unless Applicant(s) has/have argued herein that such amendment was made to 
distinguish over a particular reference or combination of references. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to deduct any additional fees arising as a result 
of this response, including any fees for Extensions of Time, or any other communication from or 
to credit any overpayments to Deposit Account No. 50-21 17. 

It is submitted that the claims clearly define the invention, are supported by the 
specification and drawings, and arc in a condition for allowance. Applicant respectfully requests 
that a timely Notice of Allowance be issued in this case. Should the Examiner have any 
questions or concerns that may expedite prosecution of the present application, the Examiner is 
encouraged to telephone the undersigned. 

Respectfully submitted, 
David Jeffrey Hayes, et al. 



Please forward all correspondence to: 

Motorola, Inc. 

Law Department (JTC) 

600 North US Highway 45 

Libertyville, IL 60048 



/Joseph T. Cygan/ 

Joseph T. Cygan September 14, 2007 

Attorney for Applicant(s) 
Registration No. 50,937 
Telephone: (847) 523-7784 
Facsimile: (847) 523-2350 



Attachments: 1394 Technology (2 Sheets) 
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1394 Trade Association: Technology 



(digital) video presentation and editing, desktop and 
commercial publishing, document imaging, home multimedia, 
o . ot w " N ° c c ^ v\ s ^ e.\ . s 
. . * ^ v v \ v ^ N \ v .. . " .. o ..... a 

single connection, and the ability to mix low speed and high 
speed devices on the same network provides a truly universal 
connection for almost any consumer, computer or peripheral 
application. 



http://ww.1394ta.orgTechnology Lndex.httn (2 of 2)9/1 4/2007 3:19:01 PM 



